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(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2035, a bill to amend title
49, United States Code, to clarify the
application of the Act popularly known
as the ‘“Death on the High Seas Act” to
aviation incidents.
S. 2062
At the request of Mr. LEVIN, his name
was withdrawn as a cosponsor of S.
2062, a bill to amend chapter 4 of title
39, United States Code, to allow postal
patrons to contribute to funding for
organ and tissue donation awareness
through the voluntary purchase of cer-
tain specially issued United States
postage stamps.
S. 2074
At the request of Mr. ASHCROFT, the
names of the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
CRAIG), the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. NICKLES), the Senator from Kan-
sas (Mr. BROWNBACK), the Senator from
Kentucky (Mr. BUNNING), the Senator
from Florida (Mr. MACK), and the Sen-
ator from Minnesota (Mr. GRAMS) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2074, a bill to
amend title II of the Social Security
Act to eliminate the social security
earnings test for individuals who have
attained retirement age.
S. 2082
At the request of Mr. DEWINE, the
name of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mr. HAGEL) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2082, a bill to establish a program
to award grants to improve and main-
tain sites honoring Presidents of the
United States.
S. CON. RES. 81
At the request of Mr. ROTH, the
names of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. LIEBERMAN) and the Senator from
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Con. Res. 81, a concur-
rent resolution expressing the sense of
the Congress that the Government of
the People’s Republic of China should
immediately release Rabiya Xadeer,
her secretary, and her son, and permit
them to move to the United States if
they so desire.
S.J. RES. 3
At the request of Mr. KYL, the name
of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
McCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of
S.J. Res. 3, a joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States to protect the rights
of crime victims.
S. RES. 87
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
VOINOVICH) was added as a cosponsor of
S. Res. 87, a resolution commemorating
the 60th Anniversary of the Inter-
national Visitors Program.
S. RES. 128
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 128, a resolution designating
March 2000, as ‘“Arts Education
Month.”
S. RES. 253
At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the
names of the Senator from California
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(Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator from
New Jersey (Mr. LAUTENBERG), and the
Senator from South Dakota (Mr. JOHN-
SON) were added as cosponsors of S.
Res. 253, a resolution to express the
Sense of the Senate that the Federal
investment in biochemical research
should be increased by $2,700,000,000 in
fiscal year 2001.

———
AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND
FORESTRY
Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry, be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, February 23, 2000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet at 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday,
February 23, 2000, in closed session, to
receive testimony on the situation in
Kosovo.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN

AFFAIRS
Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and

Urban Affairs be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Wednesday, February 23, 2000, to con-
duct a hearing on the Federal Reserve’s
first semi-annual monetary policy re-
port for 2000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL

RESOURCES
Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-

mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on Wednes-
day, February 23, for purposes of con-
ducting a Full Committee business
meeting which is scheduled to begin at
10 a.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC

WORKS

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
Committee on Environment and Public
Works be authorized to conduct a hear-
ing to receive testimony on the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency FY 2001
budget during the session of the Senate
on Wednesday, February 23, 2000, at
10:30 a.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
Committee on Finance be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
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on Wednesday, February 23, 2000 at 9:30
a.m. to hear testimony regarding the
U.S.-China Bilateral Trade Agreement
on China’s Accession to the WTO.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
Committee on Indian Affairs be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, February 23, 2000
at 9:30 a.m. to conduct an oversight
hearing on the President’s Budget Re-
quest for Indian Programs for FY 2001.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized
to meet to conduct a hearing on
Wednesday, February 23, 2000, at 10
a.m., in SD—226.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Select
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, February 23, 2000
at 2 p.m. to hold a closed hearing on in-
telligence matters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
SUBCOMMITTEE ON FORESTS AND PUBLIC LANDS

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Forest and Public Lands
of the Senate Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Wednesday, February 23 at 2:30 p.m.
to conduct an oversight hearing.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON SURFACE TRANSPORTATION

AND MERCHANT MARINE

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Surface
Transportation/Merchant Marine Sub-
committee on the Senate Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation be authorized to meet on Feb-
ruary 23, 2000, at 10 a.m. on AMTRAK
oversight.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that Patrick Shank of
the Senate Finance Committee be al-
lowed access to the Senate floor for the
remainder of the debate on S. 1134.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Patricia L.
Lewis, a member of the staff of the
Committee on Armed Services, be
granted the privilege of the floor dur-
ing the introduction of the Military
Health Care Improvement Act of 2000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, she has
been an invaluable assistant, as has the
staff of my committee, together with
the staff of Senator LoTT, and others
who have been working on this impor-
tant piece of legislation.

——————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

ACCESS TO FIREARM PARTS

e Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, today in
the Detroit Free Press, there is a story
about a potential nightmare in Michi-
gan. The article alleges that Kevin
Olender, a felon convicted of assault
with a dangerous weapon was preparing
an attack on his co-workers in Farm-
ington Hills. According to the article,
Olender was able to evade background
checks required by the Brady law, by
purchasing a gun in parts. Allegedly,
Olender was only one part away from
finishing the construction of his fire-
arm, and that part was expected within
days.

In the end, investigators prevented
any shoot-out, but the article high-
lights another loophole in federal fire-
arm law that gives felons access to
firearms which would otherwise be for-
bidden. I urge my colleagues to close
this loophole and the many others in
our federal law.

I ask that the Detroit Free Press ar-
ticle about this loophole be printed in
the RECORD.

The article follows:

[From the Detroit Free Press, Feb. 23, 2000]
FELON’S GUN CHARGES SHOW NET LOOPHOLE—
POLICE SAY SUSPECT WAS ABLE TO BUY
PARTS ON-LINE
(By L.L. Brasier and Ruby L. Bailey)

With a credit card and the Internet, Kevin
Olender had everything he needed to find
parts for an assault rifle.

It was no problem, even for a felon.

Four days after Christmas last year,
Olender went shopping. He ordered a $199.95
parts package for a military-style rifle from
Interordnance, an Internet gun dealer based
in Monroe, N.C. He bought another parts
package from the firm Feb. 4.

Police and prosecutors say Olender, 40, of
Wyandotte, was preparing for an assault on
co-workers at Compuware in Farmington
Hills. He only needed one more part, known
as a receiver, to finish building a working
gun.

The part was on order, police say. But au-
thorities raided his home last Friday and ar-
rested him.

‘““He was ready to do it,” Farmington Hills
Police Chief William Dwyer said Tuesday. ‘I
think we saved a lot of lives.”

Dwyer said his investigators found evi-
dence that Olender had located the receiver,
a palm-sized part that holds pieces together
and makes the gun fire, and expected it with-
in days. Dwyer would not say how investiga-
tors determined that.

A person with a felony background is pro-
hibited from possessing a gun or ammuni-
tion. But there’s a loophole in federal law.
Though dealers cannot sell a gun without a
background check, they can sell gun parts,
weapons experts said.

Ulich Wiegand, owner of Interordnance,
said he did not check Olender’s background
when filling his order.

““No, of course not,” he said. ‘“We are not
required to because we weren’t selling him a
gun.”
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Olender was convicted in 1996 in Detroit
Recorder’s Court of a felony, assault with a
dangerous weapon, court records show. He
received five years’ probation.

Wiegand said he sells many parts packages,
but declined to say how many.

‘“You have to understand, we did not send
him guns,” Wiegand said. ‘“This is nothing
but parts, and he could do nothing with them
without a receiver.”

Wiegand said his company sells fully as-
sembled weapons only to federally licensed
firearm dealers.

But Dwyer said Olender’s easy access to
gun components on the Internet points out
the need for new laws.

‘It is like the old West, only with no sher-
iff in town,”” Dwyer said. ‘“You’ve got sexual
predators, violent people buying guns. We
need to come up with some safeguards.”

Olender is being held in the Wayne County
Jail on a charge of possessing a firearm as a
felon, and using a firearm in a felony.

Olender could face federal charges for pos-
sessing ammunition as a felon. Agents for
the federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms are investigating what charges
may be filed, said Vera Fedorak, an agency
spokeswoman.

During Friday’s raid, authorities recovered
two disassembled rifles from Olender’s base-
ment, as well as a manual for assembling the
guns. They also found hundreds of rounds of
ammunition, including steel-nosed bullets
designed to penetrate bullet-proof vests.

Investigators found that he was missing re-
ceivers, also known as frames, used to hold
the gun pieces in place.

To purchase a receiver, Olender should
have been subjected to a background check,
by law. Dwyer and others would not com-
ment further about the receiver.

Without the receiver, what Olender had
was like ‘“‘a car without a motor,” said Vic-
tor Reid, co-owner of Midwest Ordnance Gun
Shop in Royal Oak.

A receiver would cost $300 to $400, he said.
The part is regulated by the federal govern-
ment, has a serial number, and cannot be
sold without a license.

“They are virtually impossible to get ille-
gally,” said Reid, who said he does not sell
gun Kkits at the store, or on the company’s
Web site. “It’s not an item that you can just
go buy.”

The packages that Olender bought from
the North Carolina firm consisted of gun
parts from military weapons dating to the
1950s, and disassembled overseas. The pack-
ages are popular among collectors and
sportsmen, who acquire the needed receivers
through dealers, and reassemble the guns.

Police said they are investigating where
Olender got the ammunition.

Concerns about guns and the Internet have
prompted federal lawmakers to pursue legis-
lation targeting Internet sales of guns.

Hundreds of Internet sites advertise weap-
ons for sale.

Many are dealers who comply with federal
laws. But individuals often don’t, said Jim
Kessler, policy director for U.S. Sen. Charles
Schumer, D-N.Y. Schumer has sponsored a
bill that would make it illegal for anyone ex-
cept licensed gun dealers to buy and sell
guns over the Internet. The measure is pend-
ing.

“Nobody’s watching,” Kessler said. ‘‘The
Internet itself presents a giant loophole in
gun laws.”’

When searching for guns over the Internet,
buyers can’t legally make the purchase di-
rectly on-line, gun experts said.

Buyers scan Web sites where guns are ad-
vertised, then contact a dealer and complete
the purchase. The dealer must ship the weap-
on to another gun dealer, who is required to
make sure that the buyer fills out the re-
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quired forms and undergoes a background
check.

“It’s not like someone can put their credit
card in a Web site and get a gun,” said Trish
Hylton, spokeswoman for the National Rifle
Association.

She said the Internet ‘‘is like a classified
ad. The person selling and the person pur-
chasing have to abide by all the laws that
are in place.”’®

————

RETENTION OF MILITARY SERVICE
MEMBERS

e Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise
today to offer excerpts from three very
insightful, thought provoking articles
recently published in the U.S. Naval
Institute magazine PROCEEDINGS.
These articles were written by enlisted
service members on the very important
subject of retention of enlisted per-
sonnel in our Armed Forces. This is
one of the most critical issues facing
our military services today and I am
encouraged by the solutions our senior
enlisted personnel have offered as it
shows their deep concern for their peo-
ple, their service and their country.
Allow me to share with you some of
these perceptive views on this complex
problem:

Senior Chief Navy Counselor Paul T.
Pierce, USN writes, ‘. . . what is the
number-one reason that sailors—tal-
ented sailors, the ones we want to
keep—cite as their greatest
dissatisfier? It is not pay or even fam-
ily separation. Those issues always are
near the top, but the number one rea-
son sailors give for separating from the
service is lack of advancement oppor-
tunity.” He further states, ‘“The evi-
dence is intuitive and irrefutable that
we cannot build a force of professionals
if we afford them virtually zero ad-
vancement opportunity. It is really
that simple. . . . The fact remains that
today’s sailors are smart enough to
grasp that promises of better oppor-
tunity made through almost ten years
of draw down simply are not likely to
materialize in any meaningful way in a
‘‘steady-state’” Navy. This generation
of young sailors and junior officers be-
lieves it has stupendous opportunities
outside the Navy. Real or imagined,
that siren’s call is beckoning to them-
imploring them to leave us. At the
same time, many of them, particularly
our mid-grade, second-term enlisted
technicians, have qualities that make
them highly marketable on the out-
side. . . . If we want to make real head-
way retaining sailors, then we must
make the restoration of advancement
opportunity a readiness imperative.”’

Master Chief Machinist’s Mate James
P. Russell, USN writes, ‘“‘Recognizing
what sailors need is not an easy task.
Sailors will always tell you they want
more money. If we continue to chase
the sailor’s paycheck as the retention
tool of choice, we will reach a point
where we no longer can afford the
price. It is unreasonable to expect that
the Navy will be able to meet the perks
and extras from our competition. It is
the intangibles that will make the sail-
or stay for a career. We have things to
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